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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 2079 February 9, 1999 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Tuesday, February 9, 1999 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SWEENEY). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 9, 1999. 

I hereby designate the Honorable JOHN E. 
SWEENEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman 
Williams, one of his secretaries. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed a 
concurrent resolution of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. Con. Res. 7. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring the life and legacy of King Hussein ibn 
Talal al-Hashem. 

f 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 19, 1999, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or 
the minority whip, limited to 5 min-
utes. 

f 

PROMISE NO. 1: NAFTA WOULD 
CREATE HUNDREDS OF THOU-
SANDS OF NEW JOBS FOR AMER-
ICAN WORKERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 5 
years ago last month the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement, a trade 
agreement signed by the countries of 

Canada, Mexico, and the United States, 
went into effect. 

The proponents of NAFTA during the 
debate earlier that fall, in the fall of 
1993, made five central promises: They 
promised that NAFTA would create 
hundreds of thousands of new jobs for 
American workers; they promised that 
NAFTA would actually improve envi-
ronmental conditions along the U.S.- 
Mexican border; they promised that 
imported foods under NAFTA would 
benefit American consumers; they 
promised that NAFTA would not only 
not hamper our effort, but help our ef-
fort to detect and keep out illegal 
drugs from across the border; and they 
promised that NAFTA would not re-
duce the safety of our highways. 

Mr. Speaker, on all five counts 
NAFTA has been an abysmal failure. 
First of all, on NAFTA’s promise to 
create hundreds of thousands of jobs 
since NAFTA became effective, became 
law in 1994, January of 1994, what was 
a $1.7 billion U.S. trade surplus with 
Mexico fell into a $14.7 billion trade 
deficit. At the same time, our trade 
deficit with Canada increased to $18 
billion, which, according to econo-
mists’ estimates, a $1 billion trade sur-
plus or deficit translates into about 
20,000 jobs. 

So the $14 billion trade deficit we 
now have with Mexico, which was a 
trade surplus prior to the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement going into 
effect, has meant a loss of at least 
300,000 generally good-paying industrial 
jobs for America’s workers. So we have 
seen, instead of job increases as prom-
ised under NAFTA, we have seen hun-
dreds of thousands of job losses. 

Secondly, they promised that 
NAFTA would improve environmental 
conditions along the U.S.-Mexico bor-
der. Since NAFTA’s implementation, 
the maquiladora zone, the region along 
the Mexican-U.S. border on the Mexi-
can side, has attracted hundreds and 
hundreds of new businesses, mostly in-
vestments by American companies, 
often by Asian companies and other 
foreigners going into Mexico. We have 
seen no progress. In fact, we have seen 
significantly worse environmental con-
ditions along the American-Mexican 
border. 

Hazardous waste transports and 
dumping are increasing under NAFTA. 
We have seen an increase in hazardous 
waste imports into the United States 
from Mexico of 50 percent since 1996 
alone. 

We have also seen corporations, for 
the first time in what I can find in 

world trade history, we have actually 
seen corporations in one country sue a 
government of another country. Amer-
ican corporations have sued Canada, 
the Canadian government, to get Can-
ada, successfully, unfortunately, to re-
peal one of its major clean air environ-
mental laws. 

We have seen case after case of cor-
porations in one country suing govern-
ments in other countries to weaken 
food safety, environmental laws, and 
other laws that protect consumers and 
protect workers and protect all of us. 

On the third promise, that imported 
foods under NAFTA would benefit 
American consumers, inspections along 
the border which used to be pretty reg-
ular and pretty frequent have now 
dropped to 2 percent. We inspect less 
than 2 percent of all foods coming into 
the United States from Mexico. 

We have seen problems of Michigan 
schoolchildren coming down with hepa-
titis A as a result of importing of 
strawberries from Mexico. We have 
seen a variety of problems with pes-
ticides. Pesticides that are banned for 
use in this country still are manufac-
tured here, sold to Central American 
and Latin American countries, includ-
ing Mexico. Then they are applied on 
crops and sold back into the United 
States, pesticides that we have made 
illegal because we know they are 
unhealthy for consumers. 

Promise number four was that 
NAFTA would help us deal with the il-
legal drug problem. One former drug 
enforcement official called NAFTA a 
deal made in narco heaven. In fact, 
that Customs report where he said that 
has not been released to the American 
public. In spite of repeated attempts by 
me and others to get that report pub-
lic, they will not release it, in large 
part because it contains so much bad 
news about drugs coming across the 
Mexican-U.S. border. The DEA esti-
mates that the drug trade is bringing 
in, coming across the border, what 
amounts to over $10 billion a year. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, promise five, 
that NAFTA would not reduce the safe-
ty of our highways, again has been an 
abysmal failure. Fewer than 1 percent 
of the 3.3 million Mexican trucks com-
ing into the United States each year 
are inspected. For 5,000 trucks per day 
across the Texas-Mexican border, only 
two to five inspectors are on duty dur-
ing weekdays, fewer on weekends. Gov-
ernor Bush has not done his job, the 
U.S. Government has not done its job. 
Then in the year 2000 those Mexican 
trucks will be allowed to come into all 
48 States. 
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